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Interview Summary 

Applicant's representative, John Ignatowski, contacted 
the Examiner, D. Levi tan, via telephone on July 12, 2005 to discuss 
the Examiner's assertion in an Advisory issued June 1, 2005 stating 
"that the source of the 'implicit signal' is irrelevant to the 
claims." The last office action asserted that the "implicit 
signal" of the Lyon x 917 reference was similar to a claimed 
identification signal . 

Applicant's representative argued that the language of 
claim 1 "a test circuit configured to ... (v) present an 
identification signal to a sender..." specifically provides the 
test circuit as the source of the identification signal to the 
sender. The Examiner disagreed with the argument but would not 
elaborate any further. 

Applicant's representative requested that the Examiner 
identify the source (s) of the alleged motivations used to combine 



i 



the references in the 103 rejections. The Examiner stated that all 
of the motivations were based on common knowledge. 



Applicant's representative and the Examiner discussed the 



possibility of amending the claims to achieve allowance instead of 
appealing. The Examiner noted that additional limitations on how 
the claimed identification signal is created may overcome the 
current art of record, but added that a new search would be 
necessary due to such limitations. (Upon further review after the 
interview, the application already claims various ways to create 
the identification signal and all have been rejected.) No 
agreement was reached. No further clarification was provided. No 
exhibits were shown. 
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